
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: BEAD Review of Cotton Council’s Benefits Assessment of Tribufos Based on Quality
and Yield Losses 

FROM: Jihad Alsadek, Economist
Economic Analysis Branch

George W. Keitt, Jr., Plant Physiologist
James Saulmon, Biologist
Herbicide and Insecticide Branch

Biological and Economic Analysis Division (7503C)

TO: Anne Overstreet/Betty Shackleford
Reregistration Branch III
Special Review and Reregistration Division (7508C)

We have reviewed the document submitted by Dr. Frank Carter of the National Cotton
Council entitled Economic Impact of Using Tribufos Replacements on Cotton Yield and Market Value
of the Fiber.  We find that the descriptions of the role of defoliants in cotton production, and of the
performance of at least some of the alternatives, fits with what we know about them. The scenarios
presented as the consequence of loss of tribufos are logical, and the values used for cotton acres grown
and treated reflect published USDA information (1,2,3).  However, the values for dockage for quality
losses and for yield losses are based on expert opinion, as are those for the apportionments of acres to
the various levels of loss predicted.  As we cannot in the limited time available to us seek to verify
independently the precision of these estimates, BEAD can neither confirm nor refute the accuracy of
this loss estimate.

While the analysis was done using national totals, it is known that both yields per acre and
usage of different chemicals, including tribufos, vary from region to region.  The regions using tribufos
most heavily are the Mississippi Delta states and the Southeastern states, so the impacts there will be
greatest.  Impacts in Texas are expected to be lower per acre because productivity there averages a
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bale per acre. California and Arizona produce about 2.4 bales per acre, so impacts per acre could be
larger than in other regions, though fewer acres are treated. 
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(1) Derived by dividing regional average bales by regional average acres; Ag. Statistics 2000 data.
(2) States not included in this survey are KS, NM, OK, MO, FL, SC, and VA; each has minor acreage in its region.


